When the manuscript was announced ''in press'' in Genetic and Molecular Research, we informed the editorial office of GMR on the content of the manuscripts that were previously submitted to our Journal, by pointing out discordances in anesthetic procedures. Given that GMR has not reacted, despite the assurance that the editor in chief of GMR was informed, this discredits not only the author of the manuscript, and its University, but also the Journal that publishes such data. It is established, that between the first submission in 2011 and the publication in 2014, figures remained identical all along. This leaves serious concerns regarding the changes in anesthesia and whether they were actually performed. It is easy to change the wording but is more difficult and expensive to perform the whole study under novel experimental conditions. Yet, for a publisher and editor, it is difficult to judge whether the conditions described in a submitted manuscript were actually applied. However, GMR was informed and they published the data anyway. So, I had to react. It is not acceptable from a scientific and ethical point-of-view, just to change the wording but not perform the experiments under the described conditions. Given the wealth of Journals, it is difficult to follow the different manuscripts and obtain information where and when a manuscript has been submitted before. Therefore, it seems important to organize a network between different Journals and publishers to avoid such unethical behavior in publishing in the future.
